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Office Action Summary 


Application No. 


Applicant(s) ^ 


Examiner 


Group Art Unit 





^The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the correspondence address--- 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE ^ MQNTH(fi) FROM THE MAILING DATE 

OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication . 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

Status 



□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 

p<Ilf\\s action is FINAL. 

Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fonmal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 ; 453 O.G. 213, 

Disposition of Claims ^ 

^^laim(s) /Jm is/are pending in the application. 

Of the above claim(s) _ is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

□ Claim(s) ^ is/are allowed. 

^CIaim(s): ^~ is/are rejected. 

□ Claim(s)^ is/are objected to. 

□ Claim(s) ™ _ are subject to restriction or election 

requirement. 

Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is □ approved □ disapproved. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (aHd) 

□ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d). 

□ All nSome* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number), . 

□ received in this national stage application from the Intemational Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 

•Certified copies not received: 

Atlachment(s) 

□ Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449. Paper No(s) □ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Reference(s) Cited. PTO-892 □ Notice of Informal Patent Application. PTO-1 52 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review. PTO-948 □ Other 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and 
process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to 
make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of 
carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as containing subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. The amendment to claim 1 (lines 4-5 & 9-10), claim 9 
(lines 6-7 & 1 1-12), claim 17 (lines 6-7 & 10-1 1) lack support in the specification. The rejection 
in paragraphs 3-6 in the previous offica action is hereby maintained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use 
or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 
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4. Claims 1- are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by the admitted prior 
art(Fig. 2). 

With regards to claim 1, the admitted prior art teaches an SDU comprising: 
a first controller capable of performing radio dependent functions, wherein said radio 
dependent functions are related to a transfer of wireless traffic between said plurality of base 
stations and said plurality of mobile stations(Fig. 2@210); and a second controller disposed apart 
from said first controller and capable of performing radio independent functions(Fig. 2@144), 
wherein said radio independent functions are related to a transfer of at least one voice traffic 
between said CDMA wireless network and a wired network coupled to said CDMA wireless 
network. 

Claim 2 is rejected because the admitted prior art teaches the apparatus in claim 1 
wherein said radio dependent functions comprise selection of preferred ones of incoming 
wireless traffic frames received from said plurality of base stations(Fig. 2@202) 

Claim 3 is rejected because the admitted prior art teaches the apparatus in claim 1, 
wherein said radio dependent functions comprise controlling a transmission power of a selected 
one of said plurality of mobile stations(Fig. 2@212) 

Claim 4 is rejected because the admitted prior art teaches the apparatus in claim 1, 
wherein the radio independent functions comprise a decompression of voice traffic from a first 
bit rate to a second bit rate. (Fig. 2@208) 

Claim 5 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 4. 
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Claim 7 is rejected because the admitted prior art teaches the apparatus set forth in claim 
1, wherein said radio independent functions comprise a conversion of data frames received from 
said base stations to data packets suitable for transmission over a packet data network coupled to 
said CDMA wireless network(Fig. 2@220). 

Claim 8 is rejected because the admitted prior art teaches the apparatus in claim 1, 
wherein said controller is disposed in one of said plurality of base stations(Fig. 2@144) and said 
second controller is disposed in a mobile switching center associated with said CDMA wireless 
network,(Fig. 2@210) 

Claim 9 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 and in light of the featxires presented 
in Fig. 2. 

Claims 10-13, 15 are rejected for the same reasons as claims 2-5, 7. 

Claim 16 is rejected because the admitted prior art teaches the use of signaling traffic 
comprising user generated commands received from a selected one of said plurality of mobile 
stations.(inherently taught) 

Clams 17-20 are rejected for the same reasons as claims 1, 2, 7 because the method steps 
presented are achievable by apparatus claimed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 
5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



Application/Control Number: 09/2 1 2,852 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2661 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 6, 14, 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
admitted prior art in view of Lu et al(5,887,256). 

With regards to claims 6, 14, 19 the admitted prior art fails to teach the a transcoder in the 
MSG. This is taught by Lu et al(Fig. 2, col. 7 lines 59-62). It v^ould have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Lu v^th the admitted prior art for the purpose of transcoding 
circuit data from a first rate to a second rate. The motivation being to make it possible to 
communicate data over a cellular network . 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed imtil after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
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CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kenneth Vanderpuye whose telephone number is (703) 308-7828. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 6:30am to 4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doug 01ms, can be reached on (703) -872-9314. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 308-905 1 . 




DOUGLAS OLMS 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 




enneth Vanderpuye 



December 31, 2001 



